16 Dee 69 —12 P.M. 


Harold : 

I write this quickly in response to your remarks re Roffman’s 
tem paper. I had not yet read it when I write the enclosed letter 
to R, hut hy now have read about half and can respond with know- 
ledge regarding some of the things you say. J3y the way, I read 
your letter after reading the half of R’s paper, and had already 
formed the basis of my opinions about it. 

My thoughts were much the same as yours, and I had already 
anticipated writing my comments to him. I won’t discuss it here, 
since you’ll get a copy of what I send him. 

I have had similar material from him and have toaxxxdHsmx 
borne down hard on him on several occasions previously, so he is 
used to it from me. He has learned to take it without recrimina- 
tion or insult (and to dish it out), at least from me. I think 
I understand him well, and can mend his errant ways in a way bene- 
ficial to him. 

Part of his problem is inexperience, failure to know what 
is expected of one who published research. The rest is somewhat 
more invideous, but it’s a fault that many of us have, and his 
youthful innoeenee lifts some of the burden from him. 

Although he does not acknowledge it , I am pretty sure that 
he is hungry for fame, has visions of himself has the straw that 
breaks the camel’s back, and wants publicly to be recognized as 
such. His fault is that he has not properly evaluated the signifi- 
cance of the ton of bricks that is already weighing the camel 
down. That can be corrected. He has something of a messianic 
complex that has to be tempered by notions of fair play. I don’t 
consider anything in him incorregibly detrimental, but we ought 
to acknowledge his shortcomings. The messianic notions ate the 
most important aspect. It’s easier for me to work with him because 
because I do not feel I have to protect my work as literary 
property, but I can imagine the difficulty for others. 

Anyway, sit. tight until you here from me again about this. 

I’m glad that you wrote and told me how you felt. My thoughts 
are different in some regards, but basically we have the same 
view. 


Still, 

\fcU- 



